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ANTIPADO-BAPTISM; 
OR, 


Infant-baptiſm an Innovation, Qc. 


Pamphlet being publiſhed ſome time ago 
by a nameleſs author, entitled, The bap- 
- 5 tiſm of infants a reaſonable ſervice, &c. 
neee I wrote an anſwer to it, chiefly relating 
to the antiquity of infant-baptiſm, called, The argu- 
ment from Apoſtolic tradition, in favour of infant- 
baptiſm, &c. conſidered ;, and of late another anony- 
mous writer has ſtarted up in defence of the anti- 
quity of it, from the exceptions made by me to it 
for it ſeems it is not the fame author, but another 
who has engaged in this controverſy ; but be he 
who he will, it does not greatly concern me to know; 
tho* methinks, if they judge they are embarked in 
a good cauſe, they ſhould not be aſhamed of it, or 
of their names, and of letting the world know who 
they are, and what ſhare they have in the defence 
of it; but juſt as they pleaſe, it gives me no un- 
eaſineſs ; they are welcome to take what method 
they judge moſt agreeable, provided truth and 
_ righteouſneſs are attended to. 
Ila my anſwer, I obſerve that Apoſtolic tradition 
at moſt and beſt is a very uncertain and precarious 
thing, not to be depended upon; of which I give 


an inſtance ſo early as the ſecond century, which yet 
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even then could not be ſettled ; and that it is doubt- 
ful whether there is any ſuch thing as Apoſtolic tra- 
dition, not delivered in the facred writings; and 
demand of the gentleman, whole performance was 
before me, to give me one ſingle inſtance of it; 
and if infant-baptiſm is of this kind, to name the 
Apoſtle or Apoſtles by whom it was delivered, and 
to whom, when, and where; to al] which no an- 
ſwer is returned; only I obſerve a deep filence as 
to undoubted Apoſtolic tradition, ſo much boaſted of 
before. 

The ſtate of the controverſy berwcen us and the 
Pædo- baptiſis witli reſpect to the antiquity of infant- 
baptiſm lies here; and the queſtion is, whether there 
is any evidence of its being practiſed before the third 
century; or before the times of Tertullian. We al- 
low it began in the /b;rd century, and was then 
practiſed in the African churches, where we appre- 
hend it was firſt moved ; but deny there was any 
mention or practice of it before that age; and affirm 
that Tertullian is the firſt perſon known that ſpoke 
of it, and who ſpeaks againſt it: I have therefore 
required of any of our learned Pedo-baptiſss to pro- 
duce a ſingle paſſage out of any authentic writer 
before Te tullian, | in which infant-baptiſm is expreſsly 
mentioned, or clearly hinted at, or plainly ſuppoſed, 
or maniſe fly referred to: if this is not done, the 
controverſy mult remain juſt in the fame ſtate where 
it was, and infant- baptiſm carried not a moment 
higher than it was before; and whatever elſe is 
done below this date, is all to no purpoſe. How 
far this gentleman, who has engaged in this con- 
verſy, has fucceeded, is our next buſineſs to en- 
quire. 

The only Chriſtian writers of the firſt century, 
any of whoſe writings are extant, are Barnabas, 
Clemens Romanus, Hermas, Polycarp, and Ignatius; 
nothing out of Barnabas, Polycarp, and Ignatius, in 

favour 


CEE 
favour of infant- baptiſm, is pretended to. * The 
<< moſt antient writer that we have (ſays this gentle- 
«© man, in the words of Mr. Bingham ) is Clemens 
Cc Romanus, Who lived in the time of the Apoſtles ; 
4 and he, tho' he doth not directly mention infant- 
* baptiſm, yet ſays a thing that by conſcquence 
proves it; for he makes infants liable to original 
+ fin, which is in effect to ſay that they have need 
« of baptiſm to purge it away, Sc.“ The paſſage 
or paſſages in Clemens, in which he ſays this thing, 
are not produced ; I ſuppoſe they are the ſame 
that are quoted by Dr. Wall, in neither of which 
does he ſay any ſuch thing; it is true, in the firſt 
of them he makes mention of a paſſage in Jeb xiv. 
4. according to the Gree# verſion, no man is free 
from pollution, no not tho his life is but of one day; 
which might be brought indeed to prove original 
ſin, but is not brought by Clemens for any ſuch 
purpoſe, but as a ſelf- accuſation of Job ; ſhewing, 
that tho? he had the character of a good man, yet 
he was not free from ſin: and the other only ſpeaks 
of men coming , into the world as out of a grave 
and darkneſs, meaning out of their mother's womb; 
and ſeems not to refer to any moral death and dark- 
neſs men are under, or to the ſinful ſtate of men 
as they come into the world: but be it ſo, that in 


theſe paſſages Clemens does ſpeak of original ſin, 


what 1s this to infant-baptiſm, or the neceſlity of it ? 
is there no other way to purge away original fin, 
but baptiſm ? nay, is there any ſuch virtue in bap- 
tiſm as to purge it away? there is not; it is the 
blood of Chriſt, and that only that purges away 
ſin, whether original or actual. Should it be ſaid 
that this was the ſenſe of the ancients in ſome after- 
ages, who did aſcribe ſuch a virtue to baptiſm, and 
did affirm it was neceſſary to be adminiſtered, and 
did adminiſter it to infants for that purpoſe, what 


is this to Clemens? what, becauſe ſome perſons in 
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ſome after-ages gave into this ſtupid notion, that 
baptiſm took away original fin, and was neceſſary 
to infants, and ought to be given them for that 
reaſon, does it follow that Clemens was of that mind? 
or is there the leaſt hint of it in his letter? what 
tho* he held the doctrine of original fin, does it 
follow therefore that he was for infant-baptiſm ? 
how many Antipede-baptiſts are there who profeſs 
the ſame doctrine? will any man from hence con- 
clude that they are for and in the practice of infant - 
baptiſm ? It follows in the words of the ſame writer. 
% Hermes paſtor ( Hermas I ſuppoſe it ſhould be) 
« lived about the ſame time with Clemens; and 
«+ hath ſeveral paſſages to ſhew the general neceſſity 
«© of water, that is, baptiſm, to ſave men:“ the 
paſſages referred are thoſe Dr. Wall has produced. 
Hermas had a viſion of a tower built on water; en- 
quiring the reaſon of it, he is told, it was becauſe 
your life is, and will be ſaved by water : and in an- 
other place, „before any one receives the name of 
c the Son of God, he 1s liable to death; but when 
<< he receives that ſeal, he is delivered from death, 
and is aſſigned to life; and that ſeal is water.” 
Now by water Hermas is ſuppoſed to mean bap- 
tiſm; but ſurely he could not mean real material 
water, or the proper ordinance of water-baptiſm, 
ſince he ſpeaks of the patriarchs coming up thro' 
this water, and being ſealed with this ſeal after they 
were dead, and ſo entering into the kingdom of 
God: but how diſembodied ſpirits could be bap- 
tized in real water, is not eaſy to conceive z it mult 
ſurely deſign ſomething myſtical ; and what it is, 
I muſt leave to thoſe who better underſtand theſe 
viſionary things: but be it ſo, that baptiſm in water 
is meant, ſalvation by it may be underſtood in the 
ſame ſenſe as the Apoſtle Peter aſcribes ſalvation to 
it, when he ſays, that baptiſm ſaves by the reſurrec- 
tion of Chriſt from the dead; that is, by directing 
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the baptized perſon to Chriſt for ſalvation, who 
was delivered for his offences, and roſe again for 
his juſtification 3 of which reſurrection, baptiſm by 
immerſion is a lively emblem; and Hermas is onl 
ſpeaking of adult perſons, and not of infants, or 
of their baptiſm, or of the neceſſity of it to their 
ſalvation : in another place indeed he ſpeaks of ſome 
that were as infants without malice, and ſo more 
honourable than others; and adds he, all infants are 
honoured with the Lord, and accounted of firſt of 
all; that is, all ſuch infants as before deſcribed : 
but be it that infants in age are meant, they may 
be valued and loved by the Lord; he may ſhew 
mercy to them, chule, redeem, regenerate, and 
ſave them, and yet not order them to be baptized 
nor has. he ordered it : however Hermas has not a 
word about the baptiſm of them, and therefore 


theſe paſlages are impertinently referred to. Now 


theſe are all the paſſages of the writers of the fir 
century brought into this controverly ; in which 
there is ſo far from being any expreſs mention of 
infant-baptiſm, that it is not in the leaſt hinted at, 
nor referred unto ; nor is any thing of this kind 
pretended to, till we come to the middle of the 


next age; and yet our author upon the above paſ- 


ſages concludes after this manner: © thus we 
e have traced up the practice of infant-baptiim to 
% the time of the Apoſtles ;?” when thoſe writers 
give not the leaſt hint of infant-baptiſm, or have 


any reference to it, or the practice of it. *Tis 


amazing what a face ſome men have! proceed we 
now to 


The ſecond century. The book of Recognitions, 


this writer ſeems to be at a loſs where to place it, 


whether after or before Juſtin ; however, Mr Bing- 
ham tells him, © it is an antient writing of the 
e ſame age with Jin Martyr, mentioned by Ori- 
« gen in his Philocalia, and by ſome aſcribed to 
6 RX | «© Bardeſanes 
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<4. Bardeſanes Srus, who lived about the middle of 


the ſecond century.“ It is indeed mentioned by 
Origen, tho” not under that name, and is by him 
aſcribed to Clemens, as it has been commonly done; 
and if ſo, might have been placed among the teſtimo- 
nies of the fit century; but this gentleman s author 
lays it is aſcribed by ſome to Bardeſanes Syrus: it is 
true, there is inſerted in it a fragment out of a dia- 
jogue of his concerning fate, againſt Abydas an aſtro- 
Joger ; but then it ſhould rather be concluded from 
hence, as Fabricius obſerves, that the author of the 
Recognitions, is a later writer than Barae/anes : but be 
it ſo that it is him, who is this Bardeſanes ? an arch- 
hererick, one that firſt fell into the Valentinian hereſy ; 
and rho? he ſeemed afterwards to change his mind, 
he was not wholly free, as Euſebius ſays, from his 
old hereſy ; and he became the author of a new ſect, 
called after his name Bardeſaniſts; who held that 
the devil was not a creature of God ; that Chriſt 
did not aſſume human fleſh ; and that the body riſes 
not . The book of Recognitions aſcribed to him, is 
urged by the Papiſts, as Mr. James obſerves, to 
prove the power of exorciſts, free will, faith alone 
inſufficient, the chryſm in baptiſm, and Peter”s 
ſucceſſion, tho* the better ſort of writers among 
them are aſhamed of it. Sixtus Senenſis © ſays, that 
“ moſt things in it are uncertain, many fabulous, 
* and ſomecontrary to doctrines generally received.“ 
And Baronius has theſe words concerning it: 
& Away with ſuch monſtrous lies and mad dotages, 
& which are brought out of the ſaid filthy ditch of 
* the Recognitions, which go under the name of die- 
*« mens :** but all this is no matter, if infant-bap- 


tüm can be proved out it; but how? ** This au- 
«thor 


* Bibliothec Grzc. I. 5. c. 1. S. 12. p. 36. b Eccl. Hiſt. 
1. 4. c. 39. Ittigius de Hæreſiarchis, Sect. 2. c. 6. P- 133- 
Vid. Epiphan. Hæreſ. 56. no de Hæreſ. c. 35. Cor- 
ruption of the Fathers, part 1. == © Apud Rivet. Critic. 
Sacr. I. 1. c. 7. p. 130. # Ibid, 
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& author ſpeaks of the neceiſity of baptiſm in the 
& ſame ſtyle as Zuſtin Martyr did—was undeniably 
« an aſſertor of the general neceffity of baptiſm to 
4 ſalvation :'* wherever this wretched tenet, this 
falſe notion of the abſolute neceſſity of baptiſm to 
ſalvation is met with, the Pædo-bapliſts preſently 
ſmell out infant-baptiſm, one falſehood following 
upon another; and true it is, that one error leads on 
to another; and this falſe doctrine paved the way 
for infant-baptifm z but then the myſtery of ini- 
quity worked by degrees; as ſoon as it was 
broached, infant-baptiſm'did not immediately com- 
mence; it does not follow, becauſe that heretick al- 
ſerted this notion, that therefore he was for or in 
the practice of infant-baptiſm ; beſides this book, 
be the author of it who will, is not made mention 
of before the third century, if ſo ſoon; for the 
work referred to by Origen has another title, and 
was in another form; he calls it the circuits of Peter, 
an apocryphal, fabulous and romantic writing; and 
tho* the paſſage he quotes is in the Recognitions, 
which makes ſome learned men conclude it to be 
the ſame with that; yet fo it might be, and not be 
the ſame with it. Bur I paſs on to a more authen- 
tic and approved writer of the ſecond century, 

Tuſtin Martyr, who lived about the year 1503 
and the firſt paſſage produced from him is this s : 
«© Webring them (viz. the new converts) to ſome 
„ place where there is water, and they are regene- 
* rated by the ſame way of regeneration by which 
© we were regenerated; for they are waſhed with 
„water in the name of God the Father and Lord 
of all things, and of our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, 

and of the Holy Spirit.” In this paſſage tis 
owned, Juſtin is deſcribing the manner of adult 
e baptiſm'; only having no occaſion to deſcend to 
any farther particulars ; nor is it alledged, tis ſaid, 
as a proof of infant- baptiſm directly; but only 
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cc to ſhew, that this antient writer uſed the word 
c regeneration 10 as to connote baptiſm—yet his 
« words cannot be thought to exclude the baptiſm 
« of infants in theſe days :” but if infant-baptiſm 
had been practiſed in thoſe days, it is not conſiſtent 
with that ſincerity and impartiality which Juſtin ſets 
out with, when he propoſed to give the Roman 
Emperor an account of- chriſtian baptiſm, not to 
make any mention of that; for he introduces it 
thus: We will declare after what manner, when 
« we were renewed by Chriſt, we devoted our- 
& ſelves unto God, left omitting this we ſhould 
<« ſeem to act a bad part (prevaricate or deal un- 
c fairly) in this declaration ;** whereas it was not 
dealing fairly with the Emperor, and not giving 
him a full and fair account of the adminiſtration of the 
ordinance of baptiſm to all its proper ſubjects, if in- 
fants had uſed to be baptiſed; which he could eaſily 
have introduced the mention of, and one would think 
could not have omitted it: beſides, as Dr. Gale h ob- 
ſerves, he had an occaſion to ſpeak of it, and to 
deſcend to this particular, had it been uſed; ſince 
the chriſtians were charged with uſing their infants 
barbarouſly; which he might have removed, had 
this been the caſe, by obſerving the great regard 
they had to them in devoting them to God in bap- 
tiſm, and thereby initiating them into their religion, 
and providing for the ſalvation of their ſouls: but 
Fuſtin is fo tar from ſaying any thing of this kind, 
that he leaves the Emperor and every body elle to 
conclude that intants were not the ſubjects of bap- 
tiſm in this early age; for as the above writer ob- 
ſerves, immediately follow ſuch words as directly 
oppoſe infant-baptilm ; they are theſe : © And we 
« have been taught by the apoſtles this reaſon 
e for this thing; becauſe: we being ignorant of our 
&« firſt birth, were generated by neceſſity, &c. that 
ce we 
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& we ſhould not continue children of that neceſſity 
and ignorance, but of will (or choice) and know- 
& ledge; and ſhould obtain forgiveneſs of the fins 
in which we have lived, by water:“ fo that in 
order to obtain theſe things by water or baptiſm, 
which Juſtin ſpeaks of, there muſt be free choice 
and knowledge, which infants are not capable of : 
but it ſeems the main thing this paſſage is brought 
to prove, is, that the words regenerated and rege- 
neration are uſed for baptized and baptiſm ; and this 
agreeing with the words of Chriſt in John iii. 5. ſhews 
that this conſtruction of them then obtained, that 
baptiſm is neceſſary to ſalvation. Now, it ſhould be 
obſerved, that the perſons Juſtin ſpeaks of are not 
repreſented by him as regenerated by baptiſm, be- 
cauſe they are ſpoken of before as converted perſons 
and believers ; and it is as clear and plain that their 
baptiſm is diſtinguiſhed” from their regeneration, 
and is not the ſame thing; ior Fuſtin uſes the for- 
mer as an argument of the latter; which if the 
ſame, his ſenſe muſt be, they were baptized be- 
cauſe they were baptized 3 whereas his ſenſe, 
conſiſtent with himſelf, and the practice of the 
primitive churches, is; that theſe perſons, when 
brought to the water, having made a profeſſion. of 
their regeneration, were owned and declared rege- 
nerated perſons ; as was manifeſt from their being 
admitted to the ordinance of water- baptiſm; and from 
hence it appears, that, then no ſuch conſtruction of 
Jobn iii. 5. obtained, that baptiſm is neceſſary to ſal- 
vation: and this now ſeems to be the paſſage re- 
ferred to, in which Juſtin is ſaid to ſpeak of the 
neceſſity of baptiſm, in a ſtyle the author of the 
Recognitions agreed with him in; but without any 
reaſon. The next paſſage out of Juſtin is in his dia- 
jogue with Trypho the Few ; where he ſays that 
e concerning the influence and effect of Adam's fin 
C upon 
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upon mankind, which the antient writers repre- 
e ſent as the ground and reaſon of infant-baptiſm.”? 
Fhe words as cited by Dr. Wall, to whom our au- 
thor refers us, are theſe : Juſtin, ſpeaking of the 
birth, baptiſm, and crucifixion of Chriſt, ſays d, 
ee he did this for mankind, which by Adam was 
© fallen under death, and under the guile of the 
„ ſerpent; beſide the particular cauſe which each 
e man had of ſinning.” Now, allowing that this 
is ſpoken of original ſin, as it ſeems to be, what is 
this to infant-baptiſm ? I have already expoſed the 
folly of arguing from perſons holding the one, to 
the practice of the other. Tis added by our au- 
thor, in the ſame book, he (Faſtin) ſpeaks of 
«© baptiſm being to Chriſtians in the room of cir- 
« cumciſion, and ſo points out the analogy between 
ce thoſe two initiatory rites.” The paſſage referred 
to is this i: © We alſo who by him om; had acceſs 
«© to God, have not received this carnal circumci- 
cc fion, but the fpiritual circumciſion, which Enoch, 
* and thoſe like him have obſerved ; and we have 
« received it by baptiſm by the mercy of God, be- 
« tauſe we were ſinners ; and it is enjoined to all 
c perſons to receive it the ſame way.” Now let it 
be obſerved, that this ſpiritual circumciſion, what- 
ever Juſtin means by it, can never deſign baptiſm ; 
ſince the patriarch Enoch, and others like him ob- 
ſerved it: and ſince Chriſtians are ſaid to receive 
it by baptiſm, and therefore muſt be different 
from baptiſm itſelf : nor does Juſtin ſay any thing 
of the analogy between haptiſm and circumciſion, 
or of the one being in the room of the other ; but 
oppoſes the ſpiritual circumciſion to carnal circum- 
ciſion; and ſpeaks not one word of infants, only of 
the duty of adult perſons, as he ſuppoſes it to be. 
The laſt paſſage, and on which this Gentleman - 
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tends to dwell awhile, is this: © * Several perſons 
© (lays Juſtin) among us of both ſexes, of ſixty 
and ſeventy years of age, 0: © Tau euaJnrivInray 
& r Xpiw, who were diſcipled to Chrift in their 
« ghildhood, &c.” which I have obſerved ſhould 
be rendred, who from their childhood were inſtrufted 
in Chriſt ; and which I have confirmed by ſeveral 
paſlages in Fuſtin, in which he uſes the word in the 
ſenſe of inſtruction; and from whom can we better 
learn his meaning than from himſelf ? all which 
this author takes no notice of ; but puts me off with 
a a patlage out of Plutarch, where Antiphon the ſon 
Sophilus, according to his verſion, is ſaid to be dif- 
cipled or proſelyted to his father : 1 leave him to en- 
joy his own ſenſe; for I don't underſtand it; and 
ſhould have thought that waInmmwoas de ro Tarps 
might have been rendred more intelligibly, as well 
as more truly, inſtruFed by his father; ſince as it 
follows, his father was an orator. He thinks he has 
catched me off of my guard, and that I ſuppoſe the 
word diſciple includes baptiſm ; becauſe in my com- 
mentary on As xix. 3. I ſay, the apoſtle takes 
<« it for granted that they were baptized, ſince they 
« were not only believers, but diſciples; but had 
he read on, or tranſcribed what follows, my ſenſe 
would clearly appear; ſuch as not only believed 
<« with the heart, but had made a profeſſion of their 
<« faith, and were followers of Chriſt :** nor is the 
ſenſe of the word diſciple, as including the idea of 
baptiſm, confirmed by As xiv. 21. where it is 
ſaid, when they had preached the goſpel to that city, 
X% pee NTEVOUNTES, and taught many, or made them 
diſciples ; which may be interpreted without a tau- 
| tology, and yet not include the idea of vaptilm 
ſince the firſt word, preached, expreſſes the bare ex- 
ternal miniſtry of the word; and the latter, taught, or 
made diſciples, the influence and effect of it * 
C 2 
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the minds of men; the former may be where the 
latter is not; and both, where baptiſm is not as yet 
adminiſtred. The reaſon why ec T&40w! muſt be 
renared in, and not from their cbildbood, becauſe 
the baptiſm of any perſons being not a continued, 
but one ſingle tranſient act, to ſpeak of their being 
baptized from their childhood would be improper, 
is merry indeed; when Fuſtin is not ſpeaking of the 
baptiſm of any perſon at all; but of their being 
trained up in the knowledge of Chriſt, and the 
chriſtian religion -irom their childhood, in which 
they had perſevered to the years mentioned. Upon 
the whole, in all theſe paſſages of Juſtin quoted, 
there is no expreis mention of infant- baptiſm, nor 
any nint given of it, nor any reference unto it. 
Proceed we now to the next writer in. this century, 
brought into this controverſy, 
 Jrenaus; who lived towards the cloſe of it, and 
wrote about the year 180; the only paſſage in him, 
and which has been the ſubject of debate a hundred 
years paſt, is this; ſpeaking of Chriſt, he ſays, * 
„ he came to fave all, all I ſay, qui per eum renaſ- 
„ cuntur in Deum, who oy him are born again unto 
« God; infants, and little ones, and children, and 
young men, and old men.“ Now, not to in- 
ſiſt upon the works of Jrenæus wehave, being moſtly 
a tranſlation, and a very poor one, complained of by 
learned men; nor upon this chapter wherein this 
paſſage is, being reckoned ſpurious by others; 
which weaken the force of this teſtimony, and will 
have their weight with conſidering perſons ; I ſhall 
only take notice of the ſenſe of the phraſe, horn 
again unto God; and the injury done to the chara- 
Eter of Jrenæus, to make it ſignify baptiſm, or any 
thing elſe but the grace of regeneration. Our au- 
thor begins his defence of this paſſage in favour. of 
intant-baptiſm, with a remark of the learned Feuar- 

| dentius, 


! Adv. Hæreſ. 1, 2. c. 39. ö 
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dentius, as he calls him; © that by the name of re- 
generation, according to the phraſe of Chriſt and 
his apoltles, he (Irenæus) underſtands Baptiſm, 
clearly confirming the apoſtolical tradition con- 
„ cerning the baptiſm of infants.” As for the 
learning of this monk, I cannot diſcern it, unleſs 
his lies and impudence againſt the reformers, which 
run thro? his notes, are to be ſo called. Whether 
our author is a junior or ſenior man I know not; 
by his writing he ſeems to be the former ; but the 
advice of Rivet, who was without doubt a man of 
learning, is good; © only, ſays he, ® I would 
% have the younger, that ſhall light on the works 
&« of Irenxus adviſed, to beware of thoſe editions, 
« which that moſt impudent monk Feuardentius, a 
«© man of large aſſurance, and uncommon boldneſs, 
« and of no faith nor faithfulneſs, has in many 
« things foully corrupted and defiled with impious 
« and lying annotations :** and a falſe gloſs this of 
his is, which is quoted ; for Chriſt and his apoſtles 
no where call baptiſm by the name of the new birth. 
I have obſerved, that as yet, that is, in Irenzus's 
time, it had not obtained among the antients, to uſe 
the words regenerated or regeneration for baptized or 
baptiſm ; nor is this author able to prove it. The 
paſſage in Juſtin before- mentioned falls ſhort of it, 
as has been ſnewn; and the paſſages in Tertullian 
and Clemens of Alexandria, concerning being born in 
water, and begotten of the womb of water, are too 
late; and beſide, the one is to be interpreted of the 
grace of God compared to water this is clearly 
Tertullian's ſenſe ; for he adds, nor 1 

| © other- 


m Juniores qui in opera Jenæi incident monitos volo, ut 
caveant ab illis editionibus quas impudentiſſimus ille monachus 
Feuardentius, homo projectæ audaciæ, & nullius fidei, fæde in 
multis corrupit & annotationibus impiis & mendacibus conſpur- 
cavit, Rivet. Critic. Sacr, 1. 2. c. 6. p. 188, 189. 

n Nos piſciculi in aqua naſcimur. Nec aliter quam in aqua 
permanendo ſalvi ſumus, Tertullian. de baptiſmo, c. 1. 
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otherwiſe ſafe or ſaved, than by remaining in 


« water ;** which ſurely can never be underſtood 
literally of the water of baptiſm : and as for Cle- 
mens o, he is ſpeaking not of regeneration, but of 
the natural generation of man, as he comes out of 
his mother's womb, naked, and free from fin, as 
he ſuppoſes z and as fuch, converted perſons ought 
to be. To have recourſe to heathens to aſcertain 
the name of chriſtian baptiſm, is monftrous ; tho? 
this, tis ſaid, there is no need of, ** ſince ſeveral 
* chriſtian writers, who lived with or before Irenæus, 
< ſpeak the ſame language, as will be ſeen hereaf- 
« ter:“ and yet none are produced but Barnabas 
and Juſtin; the latter of which has been conſidered 
already, and found not to the purpoſe; and his 
reaſoning upon the former is beyond my compre- 
henſion; for whatever may be ſaid for the giving 
of milk and honey to perſons juſt baptized, being a 
ſymbol of their being born again, it can be no 
proof of the words regeneration and regenerated be- 
ing uſed for baptiſm and baptized; when theſe 
words neither the one nor* the other are mentioned 
by Barnabas; ſo that I have no reaſon to retract 
what I have ſaid on that point. And now we are re- 
turned to Trenæus himſelf; and two paſſages from 
him are produced in proof of the ſenſe of the word 
contended for; and one is where he thus ſpeaks, » 
and again giving the power of regeneration unto 
God to his diſciples, he ſaid unto them, Go and 
teach all nations, baptizing them, &c.” By which 

ower or commiſſion 1s meant, not the commiſſion 
of baptizing, but more plainly .the commiſſion of 
teaching the doctrine of regeneration by the Spirit 
of God, and the neceſſity of that to ſalvation, and 
in order to baptiſm ; and which was the firſt and 


principal part of the apoſtles commiſſion, as the 
order 


» Stromat. 1. 4. p. 538. Ed. Paris, 
? Adv. Hæreſ. 13.96. 19. 
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order of the words ſhew ; and it is moſt reaſonable 
to think, that he ſhould ſo call the commiſſion, 
not from its more remote and leſs principal part, 
but from the firſt and more principal one. The 
other paſſage is where Ireneus mentions à by name 
« the baptiſm of regeneration to God:“ but this 
rather proves the contrary, that baptiſm and rege- 
neration are two different things, and not the ſame 
juſt as the ſcriptural phraſe, the baptiſm of repen- 
tance, and which ſeems to have led the ancients to 
fuch a way of ſpeaking, means ſomething different 
from repentance, and not the fame : baptiſm is ſa 
called, becauſe repentance is a prerequiſite to it, in 
the ſubjects of it; and for the ſame reaſon it is cal- 
led the baptiſm of regeneration, becauſe regeneration 
is abſolutely neceſſary in order to it: to all which 
I only add, that Ireneus not _ uſes the word re- 

eneration in a different ſenſe from baptiſm elſe- 
where ;, but moſt clearly uſes it in another ſenſe in 
this very paſſage ; ſince he ſays, Chriſt came to fave 
all who by him are born again unto God ; who are 
regenerated by Chriſt, and not by baptiſm ; and 
which is explained both before and after by his: ſanc- 
tifying all forts of perſons, infants, little ones, young 
men, and old men ; which can't be underſtood of 
his baptizing them, for he baptized none; and there- 
fore they can't be ſaid to be regenerated by him in 
that ſenſe : and I fay again, to underſtand Irenens 
as ſpeaking of baptiſm, is to make him ſpeak what 
is abſolutely falſe ; that Chriſt came to ſave all and 
only ſuch who are baptized unto God. It ſeems 
Le Clerc is of the fame ſentiment with me, an au- 
thor I am a ſtranger to; whom this writer lets paſs 
without any reaſoning againſt him, only with this 
chaſtizement; © he ſhould have underſtood (being 
« an ecclefraſtical hiſtorian) the ſentiments and lan- 
* guage of the primitive fathers better; but _—_ 

* Ib. 1. 1. c. 18. © Vid, I. 4. c. 39. and J. 5. c. 15, 
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their language and ſentiments were, we have ſeen 
already; and let them be what they will, Irenzus 
muſt expreſs a downright falſchood, if he is to be 
underſtood in the ſenſe contended for: on the one 
hand, it cannot be true that Chriſt came to ſave all 
that are baptized; no doubt but Judas was bap- 
tized, as well as the other Apoſtles, and yet it will 
not be ſaid Chriſt came to ſave him; Simon Magus 
was certainly baptized, and yet was in the gall of 
bitterneſs, and bond of iniquity, and by all the ac- 
counts of him continued ſo till death; there were 
many members of the church at Corinth, who doubt- 
leſs were baptized, and yet were unworthy receivers 
of the Lord's ſupper, and eat and drank damna- 
tion to themſelves, for which reaſon there were many 
weak, ſickly, and aſleep *; and it is to be feared, 
without any breach of charity, that this.has been the 
caſe of thouſands beſides : and on the other hand, 
it cannot be with truth ſuggeſted, that Chriſt came 
to ſave only ſuch as are baptized ; he came to die 
for the tranſgreſſions that were under the Firſt Te- 
ſtament, or to ſave perſons under that diſpenſation, 
who never received Chriſtian baptiſm ; he ſaid to 
one and to another, unbaptized perſons, % fins are 
forgiven thee ©; and no doubt there are many ſaved, 
and whom Chriſt came to ſave, who never were 
baptized in water; and the Pædo-baptiſts themſelves 
will ſtand a bad chance for ſalvation, if this was 
true; for they'll find it a hard taſk to prove that 
any one of them, only ſprinkled in infancy, was 
ever truly baptized ; and yet as uncharitable as we 
are ſaid to be, we have ſo much charity to believe 
that every good man among them, tho* unbaptized, 
ſhall be. ſaved. . And now ſince the words of 1rc- 
næus taken in this ſenſe contain a manifeſt falſe- 
hood, and they are capable of another ſenſe, agree- 
able to truth, without ſtraining them; as that Chriſt 

came 
5 1 Cor. xi. 29, 30. Matt. ix. 35. Luke vii. 48. 
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tame to fave all that are regenerated by himſelf, 
by his ſpirit and grace, we ought in a judgment of 
charity to believe that this latter ſenſe is his, and 
not the former ; and the rather, ſince his words in 
their proper and literal ſenſe have this meaning; 
and ſince they are expreſſed with ſo much caution ; 
left it ſhould be thought it was his meaning that 


Chriſt came to ſave a!l men, good and bad, he de- 
ſcribes the perſons he came to fave, not by theig 


baptiſm, which is a precarious and uncertain evi- 
dence of ſalvation, but by their regeneration, which 
is a ſure proof of it; and fince this ſenſe of his 
words is agreeable to his uſe of the phraſe elſewhere, 
and to the context likewiſe, and is ſuited to all ſorts 
of perſons of every age here- mentioned; and in- 
deed to depart from this clear litera] ſenſe of his 
words, which eſtabliſhes a well-known truth, and 
fix a figurative, improper one upon them, which 
makes him to ſay a notorious untruth, to ſerve an 
hypotheſis, is cruel uſage of the good old father, 
and is contrary to all the rules of honour, juſtice, 
truth, and charity. To put our Lord's words in 
Mark xvi. 16. upon a level with the ſalſe ſenſe of 
Irenzus, is mean and ſtupid; they need no qualify- 
ing ſenſe; the meaning is plain and eaſy; that every 
baptized believer ſhall be ſaved, and leave no room 
to ſuggeſt that unbaptized believers ſhall not; but 
that every unbeliever, be he who he will, baptized 
or unbaptized, ſhall be damned. And now what a 
wretched cauſe muſt the cauſe of infant-vaptiſm be, 
that requires ſuch managing as this to maintain it ? 
what a wretched cauſe is it, that at its firit ſetting 
out, according to the account of the advocates of 
it; for Dr. Wall * ſays, ** this is the firſt expreſs 
© mention that we have met with of infants bap- 
« tized ?” I fay again, what a wretched cauſe ma 
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this be, that is connected with lies and falſehood at 
its firſt appearance, as pleaded for; is eſtabliſhed 
upon downright injuſtice to a good man's character, 
and ſupported by real injury to it? and yet notwith- 
ſtanding all this, our author has the front to ſay, 
e ſo much then for the teſtimony, . the plain, unex- 
& ceptionable teſtimony, of {renzus, for the prac- 
& tice of infant baptiſm.” And now we are come 
o the cloſe of the ſecond century; but before we 

%pals to the next, we mult ſtop a little, and conſider 
a paſſage our author, after Dr. Wall, has produced 
out of Clemens of Alexandria, who lived at the latter 
end of this century, about the year 190; and it is 
this: ſpeaking of rings worn on the fingers, and the 
ſeals upon them, adviſes againſt every thing idola- 
trous and laſcivious, and to what is innocent and 
uſeful; „let our ſeals, ſays he v, be a dove, or a 
& fiſh, or a ſhip running with the wind, or a muſi- 
cal harp—or a mariner's anchor—and if any one 
« js a fiſherman, Ax ον MEPAVITETHL Ht TW f voce 
© avaonwuerw Y i], let him remember the Apoſtle 
„and the chilaren drawn out of the water. This 
paſſage was ſent by two gentlemen from different 
places to Dr. Wall, after he had publiſhed two edi- 
tions of his hiſtory ; and he ſeems to have been 
aſhamed of himſelf for not having obſerved it, and 
fanſies that this refers to the baptizing of a child, 
and the taking, drawing, and lifting it out of the 
water. Now, tho' I don't pretend to ſupport my 
conjecture by any manuſcript or printed copy, nor 
do I think it worth while to ſearch and enquire 
after it, whether there is any various reading or no, 
but ſhall leave it to others, who have more leiſure 
and opportunity; yet I perſuade myſelf my con- 
jecture will not be condemned as a groundleſs one 
by any man of ſenſe and learning, eſpecially out of 
this controverſy : my conjecture then is, that it 
ſhould 


” Pxdagog. I. 3, c. 11. p. 246, 247. 
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ſhould be read not Tod wn, children, but iy Juwy, 


hſhes ; for whoever heard of a draught of children? 
when a draught of fiſhes is common ; and why 
ſhould a fiſherman, more than any other, remem- 
ber an Apoſtle and a draught of children ? ſurely a 
draught of fiſhes is more proper to him : the words 
I think therefore ſhould be read, let him remember 
the Apoſtle, and the fiſhes drawn out of the water; 
and the ſenſe is, let him remember the Apoſtle 
Peter, and the draught of fiſhes taken by him, re- 
corded either in Luke v. 6, 9. or in John xxi. 6, 8, 
11. for the words manifeſtly refer to ſome particu- 
lar and remarkable fa, which ſhould be called to 
mind, and not to a thing that was done every day, 
which muſt be the caſe, it infant-baptiſm now ob- 
tained : beſides, the word uſed can't with any de- 
cency and propriety be applied to the baptizing of 
a child; a wide difference there is in the expreſſion, 
between taking and lifting a child out of the font, 
and a drawing or dragging 1t out of the water ; the 
word is expreſſive of ſtrength and force neceſſary 
to an action, Luke xiv. 15. Ads xi. 10. and well 
agrees with the drawing or dragging of a net full 
of fiſhes. However, if this inſtance is continued 
to be urged, I hope it will be allowed that baptiſm 
in thoſe early times was performed by immerſion; 
ſince theſe children are ſaid to be drawn out of the 
water, and therefore muſt have been in it: more- 
over, let it be what it will that Clemens refers unto, 
it muſt be ſomething, that was not common to ever 
man, but peculiar to a fiſherman ; as he afterwards 
ſays, a fword or a bow are not proper for thoſe that 
purſue peace, nor cups for. temperate perſons ; and 
{ infift upon it, that it be ſaid what that is which is 
eculiar to ſuch a one, except it be that which I 
ave ſuggeſted : and after all, he muſt have a warm 
brain, a heated imagination, and a mind pre poſ- 


ſeſſed, that can believe that infant - baptiſm is here 
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referred to. Upon the whole, it does not appear 
from any authentic writer of the ſecond century, that 
there is any expreſs mention of infant-baptiſm in it, 
nor any clear hint of it, or manifeſt reference to 
it; and therefore it muſt be an innovation in the 
church, whenever it afterwards took place. I pro- 
ceed now to LES 
The third century, at the beginning of which 
Tertullian lived; who is the firſt perſon that ever 
gave any hint of infant-baptiſm, or referred unto 
it, or made expreſs mention of it, that is known 
and he argued againſt it, and that very ſtrongly, 
from the more uſeful delay of the adminiſtration of 
it, according to every one's age, condition, and diſ- 
ſition; from the danger ſureties might be brought 
into by engaging for infants; from the neceſlity 
of firſt knowing and underſtanding what they were 
ahout ; from their innocent age, as it comparatively 
is, not being yet conſcious of ſin, ſtanding in no 
need of the application of pardoning grace, which 
the ordinance of baptiſm leads adult believers to; 
from the propriety of their firſt aſking for it ; and 
from a different method being taken in worldly af- 
fairs: his words are theſe, and as they are tranſlated 
by Dr. Wall himſelf ; <* therefore according to every 
« one's condition and diſpoſition, and alſo their 
„age, the delaying of baptiſm is more profitable, 
« eſpecially in the caſe of little children; for what 
« need is there that the godfathers ſhould be brought 
into danger? becauſe they may either fail of their 
« promiſes by death, or they may be miſtaken by 
* a child's praving of a wicked diſpoſition. Our 
Lord ſays indeed, do not forbid them to come to 
« me; therefore let them come when they are grown 
c up: let them come when they underſtand : when 
« they are inſtructed whither it is that they come: 
let them be made Chriſtians when they can know 
& Chriſt ; what need their guiltleſs age make 1 
. ce 
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weneſs of fins? Men will pro- 
« ceed more war 


y in worldly things ; and he that 
<« ſhould not have earthly goods committed to him, 


„yet ſhall have heavenly. Let them know how 
« to deſire this ſalvation, that you may appear to 
% have given to one that aſketh *.“ It is obſerved 
by our author after Dr. Vall, that in the clauſe 
about ſponſors, in the older editions theſe words 
come in, / non tam neceſſe, which are rendered, ex- 
cept in caſe of neceſſity. But theſe older editions are 
but one Gagneus, whoſe reading is rejected by Ri- 
galtius as a fooliſh repetition z cenſured by Grotius, 
as affording no tolerable ſenſe r; received by Pame- 
lius for no other reaſon that he gives, but becauſe 
it ſoftens the opinion of the author about the delay- 
ing of baptiſm to infants =; and it is for this reaſon 
it is catched at by the Pædobaptiſts; and yet they 

don't ſeem to be quite eaſy with it, becauſe of the 

nonſenſe and impertinence of it ; what need is there, 
except there is @ need? wherefore our author at- 
tempts an emendation, and propoſes to read tamen 
for tam, which does not make it a whit the better, 
but rather increaſes the nonſenſe, what need is there, 
except notwithſtanding there is need ? but what is of 
more importance is, *tis ſaid, “ theſe words of 
« Tertullian ſeem fairly to imply that infant - baptiſm 
« was not only moved for, but actually practiſed in 
<« his time:“ to which I anſwer, that they neither 
do imply, nor ſeem to imply any ſuch thing, at 
leaſt not neceſſarily ; for ſuppoſing the baptiſm of 
infants moved for, and ſurcties promiſed to be en- 
gaged for them, which ſeems likely to be the caſe 
as ſoon as mentioned, the better to get it received; 
Tertullian might ſay all that he does, tho' as yet 


not 
* Tertullian. de baptiſmo, c. 18. See Dr. Gale's 
Reflections, &c. p. 511. z Ex eodem Gagnæo iterum | 
adjicio, / non tam necaſſe; nam illud mitigat auctoris opinionem. 
&c. Pamelii. adnot. p. 348. 
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not one infant had ever been baptized, or any ſure- 
ties made uſe of; and indeed it would have been 
very ſtrange, if nothing of this kind had been ſaid 
previous to the obſervance of them; the bare mo- 
tion of theſe things was ſufficient to bring out the 
arguments againſt them: and what tho' Tertullian 
might have ſome odd notions and fingular opinions, 
about which he talked wrong and weakly, does 8 
follow that thereſore he to did about thele points ? 
Nor is there any reaſon to interpret his words of the 
infants of infidels, ſince he makes no diſtinction in 
the paſſage, nor gives the leait hint of any; and 
what he elſewhere ſays of the children of believers 
being holy, he explains of their being de/egned for 
belineſs a j and] ſays men are not born, but made 
Chriſtians*: nor does he any where allow of the 
baptiſm of infants, in caſe of neceſſity, which is 
only eſtabliſhed upon that impertinent reading be- 
fore-mentioned : and with reſpect to his notion of 
the neceſſity of baptiſm to ſalvation, it is ſufficient 
to obſerve what he ſays; „if any underſtand the 
importance of baptiſm, they'll rather fear the 
« having it, than the delaying it: true faith is ſe- 
« cure Of ſalvation ©.” And the reaſon why he 
does not produce infant- baptiſm among his unwrit- 
ten cuſtoms, is very eaſy to obſerve, becauſe as yet 
no ſuch cuſtom had obtained, and as yet the Apo- 
ſtolical tradition of it had never been heard of: the 
firſt that ſpeaks of that, if he does at all, is the 
following perſon, 

Origen, who flouriſhed about the year 230, and 
comes next under conſideration : and three paſſages 
are uſually cited out of him in favour of infant- 
baptiſm ; ſhewing not only that infants ſhould be 

baptized z 


* Pefignatos ſanctitati, Tertull. de anima, c. 39. 

> Fiunt, non naſcuntur Chriſtiani, Apologet. c. 18. 

Si qui pondus intelligant baptiſmi, magis timebunt conſecu- 
tionem quam 3 fides integra ſecura eſt de ſalute. ty 
de dino, 6&4 | 


625 
baptized; but that this was an antient uſage of the 
church, and a tradition of the apoſtles. Now theſe 
things are only to be met with in the Latin tranſla- 
tions of this antient writer; and tho' there is much 
of his ſtill extant in Greek, yet in theſe his genuine 
works there is not the leaſt hint of infant-baptiſm, 
nor any reference to it; and much leſs any expreſs 
mention of it; and ſtill leſs any thing ſaid of it, 
being a cuſtom of the church, and an apoſtolical 
tradition : This has juſtly raiſed a ſuſpicion, that he 
has not been fairly uſed in the tranſlations of him 
by Ruſfinus and Ferom; and upon enquiry, this is 
found to be the truth of the matter; and it is not 
only Eraſmus whom Dr. Vall is pleaſed to repre- 


ſent as angrily ſaying, that a reader is uncertain 


whether he reads Origen or Ruffinus; for Scultetus © 
ſays the ſame thing ; and it is the obſervation of 
many others, that it was the common cuſtom of 
Ruffnus to interpolate whatever he tranſlated. 
The learned Huetius, who has given us a good Edi- 
tion of all Origen's commentaries of the ſcripture in 
Greek, and who was as converſant with his writings, 
and underſtood them as well as any man whatever, 
was very ſenſible of the foul play he has met with, 
and often complains of the perfidy and impudence 
of Ruffinus ; he ſays of him, that whatever he un- 
dertook to tranſlate, he interpolated ; that he ſo 
diſtreſſed and corrupted the writings of Origen 7 
additions and detraiiions, that one is at a loſs to fin 
Origen in Origen ; that whereas he undertook to 
tranſlate his commentary on the Romans, at the in- 
ſtance of Heraclius, yet he aſks, with what faith- 
fulneſs did he do it? namely, with his own, that 
is, which is the worſt ; and when Zuetius produces 
any thing out of theſe tranſlations, it is always with 
diffidence, as not to be depended upon; and ſome- 
times he adds when he has done, “but let us re- 

| © mem- 
a Medulla Patrum, part 1. 1.6. c. 2. p. 124. 
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« member again the perfidy of Ruffinus;” and ſpeaks 
ing particularly of his commentaries on the Romans he 
ſays; Let the learned reader remember that Origen 
4 js not ſo much to be thought the author of them 
c as Ryffinus, by whom they are not ſo much inter- 
c preted, as new coined and interpolated *;” but 
what need I produce theſe teſtimonies ? Ruffinus 
himſelf owns, not only that he uſed great freedom 
in tranſlating the bomilies on Leviticus, and added 
much of his own to them, as I have obſerved ; but 
alſo in his tranſlation of the commentary on the Ro- 
mans, he grants the charge againſt him, that he 
«* added ſome things, ſupplied what was wanting, 
e and ſhortened what were long; and it is from 
theſe two pieces that the two principal paſſages 
which aſſert infant-baptiſm to be the cuſtom of the 
church, and an apoſtolical tradition, are taken; and 
now of what uſe is this gentleman's quotation from 
Marſhall? it is good for nothing. The other paſ- 

e, which ſtands in Jerom's tranſlation of Origen's 
homilies on Zze, ſpeaks indeed of the baptiſm of 
infants, and the neceſſity of it; but not a word of 
its being a cuſtom of the church, and an apoſtolical 
tradition, as in the other ; and beſide, his tranſla- 
tions being no more exact than Ruffinus's, and 
which appears by his other verſions ; in which he 


takes 
© Interpolare enim omnia Ruffinus quæcunque ſuſeepit inter- 
pretanda-——ſolenne habuit. Huetii Origeniana, 1 2. p. 116. 
nam ejus ſcripta interpretans, ita additamentis & detractionibus 
vexavit & corrupit ut Origenem in Origene deſideres, ib. 1. 3. 
c. 1. p. 233. Ruffinus Heraclii impulſu viginti tomos commen- 
tariorum Origenis in epiſtolam ad Romanos Latinæ linguæ do- 
nandos ſuſcepit: fed qua fide ? ſua nempe, hoc eſt, peſſima. 
Ib. p. 253. Sed Ruffini tamen perfidiam denuo recordemur. Ib. 
I. 2. p. 59. vide etiam, p. 35. meminerit eruditus lector non tam 
illorum auctorem exiſtimandum eſſe Origenem quam Ruffinum, 
3 non tam interpretati, quam recuſi & interpolati ſunt. 
p- 124. | | 
4 Riders aliqua videor, & explere quæ deſunt, aut breviare 
quæ longa ſunt. Ruffini Peroratio in Ep. ad Rom, fol. 224. C. 
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takes the ſame liberty as Ruffinus did, are no mote 
to be depended upon than his; and now, where's his 
higheſt probability and moral certainty, that there are 
no additions and interpolations in Origen ? I appeal 
to the whole world, whether ſuch fort of writings 
as theſe, ſo manifeſtly corrupted, ſo confeſſedly in- 
terpolated, would be admitted an evidence in any 
civil affair in any court of judicature whatever; and 
if not, then ſurely theſe ought not to be admitted 
as an evidence in religious affairs, reſpecting an or- 
dinance of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt : but it is ſaid, 
*« ſuppoſing all this, what does it ſignify in the pre- 
* ſentcaſe, unleſs it could be proved that the par- 
e ticular paſſages under conſideration were additions 
“or interpolations ? To which I anſwer ; ſince the 
whole is ſo interpolated and fo deformed, that it: can 
ſcarcely be known, as has been obſerved, what de- 
pendance can there be on any part of it? I have 
obſerved, that the paſſage in the homilies on Leviti- 
cus, is by YVeoſſius thought to be of the greater au- 
thority againſt the Pelagians, becauſe of the inter- 
polations of Ruſſinus. This gentleman ſays, I have 
unluckily obſerved this; I don't fee any unluckineſs in 
it; it is Jucky on my fide, that Vaſſius a Pædo- baptiſt 
ſhould ſuggeſt that this paſſage is interpolated, | 
however unlucky Ruffinus was in doing it; and it 
is no unuſual thing for a writer to inſert that in his 
works, which makes or may be improved againft 
himſelf: beſide, what makes theſe very paſſages 
ſuſpected of interpolation, is, not only that no co- 
temporary of Origen's, nor any writer before him, 
nor any after him, till the times of Ruſſinus and Fe- 
rom, ever ſpeak of infant - baptiſm as a cuſtom of 
the church, or an apoſtolic tradition; but neither 
Cyprian who came after him, and pleaded for in- 
fant-baptiſm, ever refers to Origen as ſaying theſe 
things, or uſes, ſuch language as he is ſaid to do; nor 
does Auſtin, who made ſuch a bluſter about infants 

. E baptiſm 
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baptiſm being an apoſtolical tradition, ever appeal 
to Origen's teſtimony of it ; which one would think 
he would have done, had there been any ſuch 
teſtimony : our author, becauſe I have ſaid that 
many things may be obſerved from the Greek 
of Origen in favour of adult-baptiſm, hectors 
moſt manfully ; * the afferrion, he ſays, is either 
« falſe, or very impertinent; but ſurely he muſt 
be a little too premature to paſs ſuch a cenſure be- 
fore the things are produced. I greatly queſtion 
whether he has 'ever read the writings of Origen, 
either the Zatin tranſlations of him, or his works in 
Greek; and indeed there are ſcarce any of his quo- 
tations of the fathers throughout his whole work, 
but what ſeem to be taken at ſecond hand from 
Dr. Wall, or others: I ſay more than I ſhould have 
choſe to have ſaid, thro' his inſulting language. I 
am quite content he ſhould have all the credit his 
performance will admit of; only ſuch a writer, who 
knows his own weakneſs, ought not to be ſo per 
and in/olent : however, to ſtop the mouth of this 
ſwaggering blade, whoever he is, I'll give him an 
inſtance or two out of the Greek of Origen, in fa- 
vour of adult-baptiſm, to tho excluſion of infant< 
baptiſm, and as maniteſtly againſt it. Now, not 
to take notice of Origen's t interpretation of Matt. 
XiX. 14. as not of infants literally but metaphorically; 
which, according to his ſenſe, deſtroys the argu- 
ment of the Pædo baptiſts from thence, in favour 
of infant-baptiſm : It is to be obſcrved, ſays Ori- 
e gen, that the four evangeliſts ſaying that John 
e confeſſed he came to baptize in water, only 
« Matthew adds unto repentance; teaching, that he 
«© has the profit of baptiſm who is bapiized of his 
% own will and choice: Now if the profit of bap- 
tiſm is tied to a perſon baptized of his own will and 
choice, according to Origen, then baptiſm muſt be 
unprofitable and inſignificant to intants, becauſe 
5 the 
f Orig. Comment, in Matt. p. 372, 375. Ed. Hut, g 
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they are not baptized of their own will and choice : 
and a little after he ſays, „the laver by the water 
eis a ſymbol of the purification of the ſoul waſhed 
from all the filth of wickedneſs ; nevertheleſs alſo 
« of itſelf it is the beginning and fountain of divine 
gifts, becauſe of the power of the invocation of 
„the adorable Trinity, to him that gives up himſelf 
« to God®*,” which laſt clauſe excludes infants, ſince 
they do not and cannot give up themſelves to God 
in that ordinance. Let this gentleman, if he can, 
produce any thing out of thoſe writings of Origen, 
in favour of infant-baptiſm ; the paſſage * Dr. Wall 
refers to has not a ſyllable of it, nor any reference 
to it; and tho” he ſuppoſes Jerom muſt ſome where 
or other have read it in his writings, what Jerom 
ſays * ſuppoſes no ſuch thing; ſince the paſſage only 
ſpeaks of Origen's opinion of ſins in a pre-exiſtent ſtate, 
being forgiven in baptiſm, but not a word of the bap- 
tiſm of infants, or of their ſins being forgiven them in 
their baptiſm : and now where's the clear teſtimony of 
the great Origen, not only for the practice of infant- 
baptiſm in his own days, but for the continual uſe 
of it all along from the time of the apoſtles? and 
where's our author's vaunt of the ſuperior anti- 
quity of infant-baptiſm to infant-communion ? which, 
as we ſhall ſee preſently, began together. 

Cyprian is the next and the only remaining writer 
of this century, quoted in favour of infant-baprtiſm ; 
who lived about the middle of it, and is the firſt 

leader for it that we know of. We allow it was 
practiſed in his time in the African churches, where 
it was firſt moved; and at the ſame time infant- 
| E 2 com- 
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(3). 
communion was practiſed alſo, of which we have 
undoubted and inconteſtable evidence; and it is but 
reaſonable that if infants have a right to one ordi- 
pance, they ſhould be admitted to the other; and 
if antiquity is of any weight in the matter, it is as 
early for the one as for the other: but tho' infant- 
baptiſm now began to be practiſed, it appears to be 


a novel-buſineſs ; not only the time of its admini- 


ſtration being undetermined; which made Fidus, a 
country biſhop, who had a doubt about admi- 
niſtring it before the eighth day, apply to the coun- 
cil under Cyprian for the reſolution of it ; but the 
exceeding weakneſs of the arguments then made uſe 
of for baptizing new-born infants, of which the 
preſent Pædo-baptiſts muſt be aſhamed, ſhew that 
Pædo baptiſm was then in its infant-ſtate : the argu- 
ments uſed by Cyprian to his brethren for it, were 
taken from the grace of God being given to all men; 
and from the equality of the gift to all; and this 
proved from the ſpiritual equality of the bodies 
of infants and adult perſons ; and both from the 
prophet Eliſba's ſtretching himſelf on the Shuna- 
mite's child; they argue the admiſſion of all to bap- 
tiſm from the words of Peter, who ſays he was 
thewn, that nothing is to be called common or un- 
clean ; and reaſon, that infants ought to be more 
ealily admitted than grown perſons, becauſe they 
have leſs guilt ; and their weeping and crying are 
to be interpreted praying; yea, they ſuggeſt that 
baptiſm gives grace, and that a perſon is loſt with- 
out it: but that it may appear I don't wrong them, 
Fil tranſcribe their own words; and that as they 
are tranſlated by Dr. Wall, ſo far as they relate ta 
this matter: © All of us judged that the grace 


and mercy of God is to be denied to no perſon 


that is born; for whereas our Lord in his goſpel 
* fays, the Son of Man came not to deſtroy mens 
fs /ols (or lives) but lo ſave them; as far as lies in 

| F us, 


(31) 
us, no ſoul, if poſſible, is to be loſt—— The 
ſcripture gives us to underſtand the of 
the divine gift on all, whether infants or own 
perſons : Eliſba, in his prayer to God, fetched 
himteli on the infant-fon of the Shunamite woman, 


that lay dead, in ſuch manner, that his head, arid 
face, and limbs, and feet, were applied to tue 


head, face, limbs, and feet of the child; which, 


* if it be underſtood according to the quality of 


our body and nature, the infant wouid not hold 


* meaſure with that grown man, nor his lunbs fit 
to reach to his great ones; but in that place a 


ſpiritual equality, and ſuch as is in the efteem of 
God, is intimated to us; by which perſons that 
are once made by God are alike and equal; and 
our growth of body by age, makes a difference 
in the ſenſe of the world, but not of God ; un- 
leſs you will think that the grace itſelf which is 
given to baptized perſons, is greater or leſs ac- 
cording to the age of thoſe that receive it; 
whereas the Holy Spirit is given not by different 


meaſures, but with a fatherly affection and kind- 


neſs, equal to all ; for God, as he accepts no 
one perton, ſo not his age; but with an equal 
equality ſhews himſelf a Father to all, for their 
obtaining the heavenly grace—ſo that we judge 
that no perſon is to be hindered from the obtain- 
ing the grace by the law that is now appointed; 
and that the fpiritual circumciſion ought not to 
be reſtrained by the circumciſion that was ac- 
cording to the fleſh ; but that all are to be ad- 
mitted to the grace of Chriſt; ſince Peter, 
ſpeaking in the As of ihe Apoſtles, lays, the 


Lord has ſhewn me, that no perſon is to be called 


common or unclean, If any thing could be an 


* obſtacle to perſons againſt their obtaining the 


grace, the adult, and grown, and elder men, 
would be rather hindered by their more * 
uns. 


; „ 95 
&* fins. If then the graceleſs offender, and thoſe 
that have grievouſly ſinned againſt God before, 
„have, when they afterwards come to believe, 
« forgiveneſs of their fins ; and no perſpris kept 
off from baptiſm and the grace; hop myrc leſs 
&« reaſon is there to refuſe an infant, who, being 
* newly born, has no ſin, ſave the being deſcended 
% from Adam according to the fleſh ; he has from 
« his very birth contracted the contagion of the 
« death antiently threatned ; who comes, for this 
* reaſon, more eaſily to receive forgiveneſs of fins, 
« becauſe they are not his own, but others ſins that 
<« are forgiven him. This therefore, dear brother, 
* was our opinion in the aſſembly, that it is not for 
& us to hinder any man from baptiſm and the grace 
* of God, who is merciful and kind and affec- 
© tionate to all; which rule, as it holds for all, 
« ſo we think it more eſpecially to be obſerved in 
& reference to infants, and perſons newly born; 
« to whom our help, and the divine mercy, is 
« rather to be granted; becauſe by their weeping 
« and wailing, at their firſt entrance into the 
« world, they do intimate nothing ſo much as that 
ce they implore compallion ©.” Every one that 
compares what Cyprian and his collegues ſay for 
infant-baptiſm, and what Tertullian ſays againſt it, 
as before related, will eaſily fee a difference between 
them, between Tertullian the Antipædo-baptiſt, and 
Cyprian the Pædo- baptiſt; how manly“ and nervous 
the one! how mean and weak the other! no doubt, 
as is known, being raiſed about infant: baptiſm at this 
time, or any objection made to it, does not prove it 
then to be an antient cuſtom; ſince the ſame obſer- 
vation, which may be made, would prove infant- 
communion to be equally the ſame. Now as we 
allow that henceforward infant-baptiſm was practiſed 
in the African churches, and prevailed in _ 


Cyprian ad Fidum, Ep. 59. p, 317. 


Cr 

The fourth century, here the controverſy might 
ſtop: and indeed all that we contend for in this 
century, is only that there were ſome perſons that 
did call it in queſtion and oppoſe it; and if this 
will not be allowed, we are not very anxious about 
it, and ſhall not think it worth a while to conteſt 
it. This writer would have it obſerved, that I have 
given up the greateſt lights of the church in this cen- 
tury as vouchers for infant-baptiſm, and particu- 
larly St. Jerom, Ruffinus, and Auguſtin; they are wel- 
come to them ; they have need of them to enlighten 
them in this dark affair: we don't envy their hav- 


ing them, eſpecially that perfidious interpolater 


Ruffinus , nor that arch-heretic Pelagius, whom this 
gentleman takes much pains to retain, as ignorant 
as he either was or would be, or is thought to be; 
as that he never heard that any one whatever denied 
baptiſm to infants, and promiſed the kingdom of 
heaven without the redemption of Chriſt, or refuſed 
that unto them. This ignorance of his was either 
affected and pretended, in order to clear himſelt 
from the charge of thoſe things againſt him; as men 
generally do run into high ſtrains and extravagant 
expreſſions, when they are at ſuch work ; or it was 
real ignorance, and who can help that? It does not 
follow that therefore none had, becauſe he had never 
heard of it; one would think his meaning rather 
was, that he had never heard of any that denied the 
kingdom of heaven and the common redemption to 
infants, who think they ought to be baptized, dum 
putat, while he is of opinion, that in baptiſm they 
are regenerated in Chriſt ; but about this I ſhall not 
contend ; truth does not depend upon his hearing 
and knowledge, judgment and obſervation. I think 
it is not inſiſted upon that Auſtin ſhould ſay, he 
never heard or read of any catholic, heretic, or ſchiſ- 


matic that denied infant-baptiſm ; however, it ſeems 
| he 
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he could ſay it if he did not, and that notwithſtand- 
ing the reaſons I alledged, as 

1. Auſtin muſt know that Tertullian had oppoſed 
it. Here our author quibbles about the terms op- 
Poſing and denying, and diſtinguiſhes between them; 
and obſcrves, that whatever Tertullian ſaid againſt 
it, he did not properly deny it. He may ſay 
the ſame of me, or any other writer againſt infant- 
bapriſm, that tho* we ſpeak againſt it, contradict 
and oppoſe it, and uſe arguments againſt it, yet 
we don't deny it. Dr. Wall indeed thinks neither 
Auſtin nor Pelagius had ſeen Tertullian's book of 
baptiſm, or they could not have ſaid what he thinks 
W 4 

2. Auſtin preſided at the council of Carthage, 
when a canon was made that anathematized thoſe 
who denied baptiſm to new-born infants; and 
therefore muſt know there were ſome that denied it. 
This gentleman ſays, it is demonſtrably certain, that 
this canon was not made againſt perſons that denied 
infant-baptiſm, becauſe it was made againſt Pelagius 
and Celeſtius. It is true, the latter part of the canon 
was made againſt them; but the former part re- 
ſpected a notion or tenet of ſome other perſons, 
who denied baptiſm to new-born infants. Dr. Wall 
ſaw this, and fays, this canon mentions the baptiſm 
of infants, condemning two errors about it ; the one 
reſpecting the baptiſm of new-born infants ; the 
other the doctrine of original fin, and the baptiſm 
of infants for forgiveneſs of ſins, denied by the Pe- 
lagians ; but the former he ſuppoſes was the opinion 
of Fidus, embraced by ſome perſons now, which he 
had vented a hundred and fifty years before, that 
infants ſhould 'not be baptized till they were eight 
days old; whereas Fidus is repreſented as having 
been alone in his opinion; and if he retained it, 
which is doubtfu], it does not appear he had any 
followers ; nor is there any evidence of there being 


#.-->4 any 


| (35) 
any of his ſentiment in this age '; and were there, it- 
is unreaſonable to imagine, that a council of all the 
biſhops in Africa ſhould agree to anathematize them, 
becaule they thought proper to defer the baptizing 
of infants a few days longer than they did; and be- 
ſides, infants only eight days old may be properly 
called newly born infants; and therefore ſuch could 
not be ſaid to deny baptiſm to them; and it would 
have been a marvellous thing, had they been ana- 
thematized for it: tho' this writer ſays, wonder 
** who will; a council, conſiſting of all the biſhops 
of Africa, did in fact agree to anathematize their 
* own brethren, who were in the ſame opinion and 
practice of infant · baptiſm with themſelves ,” It 
is true, they did anathematize the Pelagians, who 
were in the ſame opinion and practice of infant- 
baptiſm with themſelves in general; tho' I queſtion 
whether they reckon'd them their own brethren ; but 
then not on account of any difference about the time 
of baptiſm, a few days odds between them, the thing 
to be wonder'd at; but their denial of original fin, 
and the baptiſm of infants to be on account of 
t hat: and now ſince the Pelagiaus are diſtinct from 
thoſe in the canon that denied baptiſm to new-born 
infants ; and it is unreaſonable to ſuppole any who 
were of the ſentiments of Fidus are intended; it re- 
mains that there mult be ſome perſons different both 
from the one and the other, who denied baptiſm to 
babes, and are by this canon anathematized for it, 
which Auſtin mutt know. 

3. It is obſerved by me, that Auſtin himſelf 


5 2 . . 
makes mention of ſome that argued againlt it, from 


the unprofitableneſs of it to infants ; ſince for the 


moſt part they die before they have any knowledge 


of it. Theſe men our author does not know what 
to 


! Hiſtory of infant-baptiſm, p. 1, ch. 4. $. 13. 
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to make of; ſometimes it is queſtionable whether 
they were chriſtians, and ſuggeſts that they were 
men of atheiſtical principles ; and then again they 
are ſuppoſed to be chriſtians, and even might be 
Pædo- baptiſts, notwithitanding this their manner of 
arguing. I am content he ſhould reckon them what 
he pleaſes ; but one would think they could not be 
any good friends to infant-baptiſm, that queſtioned 
the profitableneſs of baptiſm to infants, and brought 
io ſtrong an objection to it. 

4. It is further obſerved by me, that according 
to Auſtin the Pelagians denied baptiſm to the infants 
of believers, becauſe they were holy. This 1s re- 
preſented by this gentleman as a miſtake of mine, 
underſtanding what was ſpoken hypozhetically, to be 
abſolutely ſpoken. I have looked over the paſſage 
again, and am not convinced upon a ſecond read- 
ing of it, cor by what this writer has advanced, of 
a miſtake : the words are abſolutely expreſſed and 
realoned upon; * but, ſays the Apoſtle, your chil- 
„ dren would be unclean, but now are they hely; 
therefore, ſay they (the Pelagians) the children of 
& believers o:ght not now to be baptized.” The ob- 
ſervation our author makes, tho' he does not inſiſt 
upon it, is very impertinent; that not infants but 
chilaren are mentioned, and ſo may include the 
adult children oi believers, and conſequently make 
as much againſt adult baptiſm as infant-baptiſm z 
ſince children in the text, on which the argument is 
grounded, are always by themſelves underſtood of 
infants. Auſtin wonders that the Pelagians ſhould 
talk after this manner, that holineſs is derived from 
parents, and reaſons upon it, when they deny that 
fin is originally derived from Adam: it is true in— 
deed, he prefles them with an argument this gen- 
tleman calls ad hominem, taken from their ſhutting 
up the kingdom of God to unbaptized infants ; 4 

tho 


(37). 
tho* they believed that unbaptized infants would 
not periſh, but have everlaſting life, yet not enter 
the kingdom of God ; abſurdly diſtinguiſhing be- 
tween the kingdom of God, and eternal life. What 
they were able to anſwer, or did anſwer to this, it 
is not eaſy to fay; © it is a diſadvantage, as our 
author ſays, that we have none of their writings 
entire, only ſcraps and quotations from them: 
Perhaps as they had a ſingular notion, that the in- 
fants of believers ought not to be baptized, tho? 
the infants of others ſhould ; they would in anſwer 
to the above argument ſay, that the infants of be- 
lievers unbaptized enter the kingdom, tho* the un- 
baptized infants of others do not ; I only gueſs this 
might be their anſwer, conſiſtent with their prin- 
ciples: however, if I am miſtaken in this matter, 
as I think I am not, it is in company with men of 
learning I am not aſhamed to be among. The 
learned Danæus ſays n, the Pelagians deny that bap- 
c tiſm is to be adminiſtered to the children of Se- 
« lievers,” having plainly in view this paſſage of Au- 


+ ſitin's; and the very learned Forbeſius n brings in this 


as an objection to his ſenſe of 1 Cor. vii. 14. the 
« Pelagians abuſed this ſaying of the Apoſtle, that 
«© they might ſay, that the infants of believers ought 
„% not to be baptized, as we read in Auguſiin, I, 2. 
de peccator. merit. & remiſſ. c. 25.” 

5. The words quoted by me out of Ferom, I own 
are ſpoken by way of ſuppoſition ; but then they 
ſuppoſe a caſe that had been, was, and might be 
again; and it ſhouid be obſerved, that the ſuppo- 
ſition Jerom makes, is not a zeglect of the IO 

F 2 of 


m Baptiſmum parvulis fidelium negant dandum Pelagiani. 
Dauæus de ſacramentis ad calcem Augult. de Herel. 

a Abutebantur hoc Apoltoli dicto, ut dicerent infantes fide- 
lium baptizari minime deberi, ut legimus apud Aug. de peccator. 
merit. & remiſſ. I. 2. c. 25. Fore}, Initruct. Hiſtor. Theolog. 
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of infants, as this gentleman ſuggeſts, but a denial 
of it to them, a refſing to give it to them; which 
is expreſſive of a rejection of it, and of an oppoſi- 
tion to it. So that from all theſe inſtances put to- 
gether, we cannot but conclude that there were 
tome perſons that did oppoſe and reject infant-bap- 
tiſm in thoſe times, and think it may be allowed, 
which is all we cantend for; however, as I have 
faid before, we are not very anxious about it, Mr. 
Marſpallo, a favourite writer of our author's, ſays, 
ſome in thoſe times queſtioned it (infant-baptiſm} 
as Auguſtin grants in his ſermons de verbis Apoſtol. 
but does not refer us to the particular place; it 
ſeems to be his fourteenth ſermon on that ſubject, en- 
titled, Concerning the baptiſm of infants, againſt the 
Pelagians; where Auſtin tells us how he was led to 
the ſubject; and tho* he had no doubt about it, 
yet“ lome men raiſed diſputes, which were now 
become frequent, and endeavoured to ſubvert 
«© the minds of many * :?* by whom he ſeems to 
mean perſons diſtinct from the Pelagians, ſince he 
repreſents them as having no doubt about it: and 
this 1s further confirmed by a paſſage out of the 
lame diſcourſe; * that infants are to be baptized, 
& let no ene doubt (which is an addreſs to others, 
« and implies that either they did doubt of infant- 
baptiſm, or were in danger of it) ſince they 
doubt not, who in ſome reſpect contradict it;“ 
which our author has placed as a motto in his title- 
page. | 
Auſtiu, we allow, in this age, frequently ſpeaks 
of infant-bapriſm as an ancient uſage of the church, 
and as an Apoſtolical tradition; but what proof 
does he give of it? what teſtimonies docs he pro- 

duce? 


Sermon on baptizing of infants, p. 5. P Sed diſ- 
putationes quorundam, quæ modo crebreicere, & multorum ant- 
mos evertcre moliuntur, ig de verb. Apottol. Serm, 14. 
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duce ? does he produce any higher teſtimony than 
Cyprian ? not one; who, it is owned, ſpeaks of in- 
fant-baptiſm, but not as an Apoſtolical tradition; Cy- 
prian uſes no ſuch language: thoſe phraſes, «which 
« were underſtood and believed from the beginning, 
„ and what the church always thought, or anciently 
held,“ are Auſtin's words, and not Cyprian's; and 
only expreſs what Huſtin interred and concluded from 
him: and beſides, his teſtimony is appealed to, not ſo 
much for infant-baptiſm, the thing itſelf, as for the 
reaſon of it, original ſin, which gave riſe unto it in 
Cyprian's time: and it 1s for the proof of this, and 
not infant-baptiſm, that Auſtin himſelf refers to the 
manifeſt faith of an Apoſtle ; namely, to ſhew that 
not the fleſh only, but the ſoul would be loſt, and 
be brought into condemnation thro* the offence of 
Adam, if not quickened by the grace of Chriſt, for 
which he refers to Rom. v. 18. and yet our author 


inſinuates, that by this he did not conſider the bap- 


tiſm of infants for original fin as a novel thing in 
prian's time, but refers it to the authority of an 
Apoſtle : and by the way, ſince Cyprian, the only 
witneſs produced by Auſtin, ſpeaks not of infant- 
baptiſm as an ancient uſage of the church, or an 
Apoſtolic tradition, there is no agreement between 
his language and that of Origen, he is made to 
ſpeak in his Latin tranſlations, as this author elſe- 
where ſuggeſts; and it confirms the proof of his 
having been dealt unfairly with, fince Cyprian com- 
ing after him uſes no ſuch language, nor dots Au- 
flin himſelf ever refer unto him. 

I have obſerved that there are many other things, 
which by Auſtin and other ancient writers are called 
Apoſtolic traditions ; ſuch as infant-communion, the 
ſign of the croſs in baptiſm, the form ot renouncing 
the devil and all his works, exorciſm, trine immer- 
fon, the conſecration of the water, anointing with 
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(49) 
eil in baptiſm, and giving a mixture of milk and 
honey to the baptized perſons ; and therefore if in- 
fant-baptiſm is received on this foot, theſe ought 
likewiſe ; ſince there is as early and clear proot of 
them from antiquity, as of that: and my further 
view in mentioning theſe was to obſerve, not only 
how early, but how ea/ly thele corruptions got into 
the church, as infant-baptiſm did. This writer has 
thought fit to take notice only of one of theſe par- 
ticulars, namely, infant-communion ; and the evi- 
dence of this he ſays, is not ſo full and fo early as 
that of infant-baptiſm. Now, let it be obſerved, 
that there is no proof of infant-baptiſm being prac- 
tiſed before Cyprian's time; nor does Auſtin refer 
to any higher teſtimony than his for the practice of 
it for original ſin; and in his time infant-commu- 
nion was in uſe beyond all contradiction: there is 
an inſtance of it given by himſelf, which 1 have 
referred to; and that is more than is or can be 
given of infant-baptiſm, which can only be deduced 
by conſequences from that inſtance, and from Cy- 
prian and his collegues reaſoning about the neceſſity 


of the adminiſtration of it to new-born children. 


He ſuggeſts that Auſtin expreſſes himſelf differently, 
when he is ſpeaking of the one and of the other as 
an Apoſtolic tradition; but if he does, it is in higher 
{trains of infant-communion; for thus begin the paſ- 
ſages, if they pay any regard to the Apoſtolic au- 
e thority, or rather 10 the Lord and Maſter of the 
% Apoſiles, &c. and no man that remembers that 
« he is a chriſtian, and of the Catholic faith, denies 
* or doubts that infants, without eating his fleſh, and 
% drinking his blood, have no life in them, Cc.“ 
The Punic: .Chriſtiani, which Auſtin ſpeaks of, are 
not to be reſtrained, as they are by our author, to 
the chriſtians of Carthage, but tae in other African 
chriſtians, particularly at Hippo, where Auſtin was 

| _ biſhop, 


(41) 
biſhop, and where they ſpoke the Punic language, 
and in many other places : and ſurely if Auſtin is a 
good witneſs for an Apoſtolical tradition, who lived 
at the latter end of the fourth century ; he muſt 
know what was the ſenſe of the African chriſtians in 
his time, among whom he lived, and upon what 
they grounded their practice of infant-communion z 


which he ſays was upon an ancient and Apoſtolic 
tradition. 


The other rites and uſages, he ſays, I make men- 
tion of, are ſpoken of by Baſil as untoritten traditions, 
and infant-baptiſm is not mentioned among them, 
and ſo was conſidered as ſtanding upon a better 
evidence and teſtimony : now, not to obſerve that 
produce earlier authorities than Ba/, for theſe 
Apoſtolical traditions fo called, even as early as 
Tertullian, the firſt man that ſpoke of infant-bap- 
tiſm; neither are infant-communion, ſponſors at 
baptiſm, exorciſm in it, and giving milk and honey 
at that time, mentioned by Baſil among them; does 


it therefore follow that they ſtand upon a better 


foot than the reſt? beſides, ſince Apoſtolic tradition 
is diſtinguiſhed from Scripture by the author of The 
baptiſm of infants a reaſonable ſervice, with whom 1 
had to do; it can be conſidered in the controverſy 
between us, no other than an unwritten tradition. 
This writer further obſerves, that it does not ap- 
pear that theſe unwritten traditions were ever put to 
the teſt, and ſtood the trial, particularly in the Pe- 
lagian controverſy, as infant-baptiſm : it is maniteſt 
that the exorciſms and exſufflations uſed in baptiſm, 
and the argument from them, as much pinched, 
puzzled, and confounded the Pelagians, as ever in- 
fant- baptiſm did: and it is notorious, that ſigning 
with the ſign of the croſs has ſtood the teſt in all ages 
from the beginning of it, and is continued to this 
day, and prevails not only among the Papiſts, but 

among 


— 


+a” — 
* 


2 


F — U 
— = « - : = = ” O/ gg g 
2 — — — R 


— - — — ro = 

1 4 2 2 = —- þ = 
— 5 1 — 
6 - _— - > & 
_ EF - = a = — — _— — 2 22 — — 

I - — 8 - = = 

— — : l ; F 
— — 1 ten: — 8 

nns y \ 


= 


- — - > + 
— r — — 3 


(42) | 
among Proteſtant churches. Upon the whole then, 
it is clear there is no expreſs mention of infant- bap- 
tiſm in the 4 fiſt centuries, no nor any plain hint 
of it, nor any manifeſt reference to it; and that there 
is no evidence of its being practiſed till the hd 


century; and that it is owned, it prevailed in the 
fourib and ſo reſts the ſtate of the controverſy. 
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Books written by JOHN GILL, D. D. 
And Sold by G. Ke1rtn, at Mercer's-Chapel. 


I. N Expoſition of the Book of Solomon's Song, com- 


monly called Canticles; wherein the Authori 
ot it is eſtabliſhed and vindicated, againſt Objections bot 
ancient and modern; ſeveral Verſions compar'd with the 
original Text; the different Senſes both of Jewiſh and 
Chriſtian Interpreters confidered ; and the whole opened and 
explained in proper and uſeful Obſervations : To which is 
added the Targum, or Chaldee Paraphraſe upcn the whole 
Book; faithfully tranſlated out of the original Chaldee; to- 
gether with ſome explanatory Notes upon it. 

IT. An Expoſition of the New Teſtament, in which the 
Senſe of the ſacred Text is given; doctrinal and practical 
Truths are ſet in a plain and eaſy Light; difficult Places ex- 
plain'd ; ſeeming Contradictions reconciled ; and whatever is 
material in the various Readings, and ſeveral Oriental Ver- 
fions, is obſerved ; the whole illuſtrated with Notes, taken 
from the moſt ancient Jewiſh Writings, 3 vols. 

III. An Expoſition of the Revelation of St. Fob» the 
Divine, being part of the former Work ; for the Conve- 
niency of thoſe who chuſe it alone. TTEE 

IV. The Cauſe of God and Truth, Part I. Being an 
Examination of the principal Pailages of Scripture, made-uſe 
of by the 4rminians, in Favour of their Scheme, particu- 
larly by Dr. Whitby, in his Diſcourſe on the five Points; in 
which the Arguments founded on the ſaid Paſſages are an- 
ſwered, the Objections taken from them remov'd, and the 
genuine Senſe of them given. ORD 

5 95 Part II. Being a Vindication of the principal 
Paſſages of Scripture, and the Argument founded upon them 
in Favour of the Doctrines of eternal Election, particular 
Redemption, the Efficacy of God's Grace, and the Impo- 
tency of Man's Will in Converſion, and the final Perſeve- 
rance of the Saints, from the Exceptions of the Arminiaus, 


particularly Dr. Whitby in his Diſcourſe on the five Points. 


VI. Part III. Being a Confutation of the Argu- 
ments, from Reaſon, us'd by the Armiiant, and particu- 


larly 
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The Werks of ui, D.D. 


larly by Dr. Whitby, in his Diſcourſe upon the five Points 
againſt the Doctrine of eternal Election, particular Redemp- 
tion, the Efficacy of God's Grace, and Impotency of Man's 
Will in Converſion, and the final Perſeverance of the Saints ; 
wherein is conſidered, whether theſe Doctrines bear any 
Likeneſs to the Sentiments of Air. Hobbs, and the Stoic Phi. 
loſophers concerning Liberty, Neceſlity and Fate; with a 
Vindication of ſuch Arguments, as proceed upon rational 
Accounts in Favour of the above Doctrines; to Which is 
added a Defence of the Objections to the univerſal Scheme, 
taken from the Preſcience and Providence of God, and the 
Cafe of the Heathens. | A 

VII ———Part IV. Being the Judgment of the anci- 
ent Chriſtian Church, or the Senſe of the Chriſtian Writer; 
of the firſt four Centuries after Chriſt, and before Ausrix; 


concerning, 
Predeſtination, Efficacious Grace, 
Redemption, The Perſeverance of the Saints, 
Original Sin, And the Cafe of the Heathens. 
Free-will, . 

Wherein alſo are conſidered, the Teſtimonies in favour of 


the univerſal Scheme, produced by Gerardus Jaſſius, Monl, 
Daill:, and Dr. Whit. 

VIII. A Vindication of a Book entitled the Cauſe of God 
and Truth, Part IV. Relating to the Senſe of the ancient 
Chriſtian Writers, about ſome things in Controverſy with the 
Arminians, from the Cavils, Calumnies, and JJefamations oi 
Mr. Henry Heywood, &c. 

IX. The Glory of God's Grace diſplay'd. in its abounding 
over the Aboundings of Sin. A Funeral Sermon on the 
Death of Mr. John Smith. | 

X. Levi's Urim and Thummim found with Chriſt ; 2 
Diſcourſe on Deut. xxxiii. 8. Wherein ſome Account is 

iven of the Urim and Thummin, and in what ſenſe they 
long to Chriſt. 

XI. The Head of the Serpent bruis'd by the Seed of the 
Woman. A Funeral Sermon on the Death of Mrs. Martha 
Gi ford. | 

XII. The ancient Mode of baptizing by Tmmerſion, 
plunging or dipping into Water, maintain'd and vindicated, 
againtt the Cavils and Exceptions of the Author of a Pam- 
phlet, entitled the Manner of Baptizing with Water clear'd 
up, from the Word of God and right Reaſon, &c. Toge- 
ther with ſome Remarks upon the Author's Reaſons tor 
the Practice of a mixt and free Communion in Churches. 
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| XIII. A Defence of a Book, entitled the ancient Mode 
of Baptizing by Immerſion, Plunging or Dipping in Water, 


againtt Mr. Matthias Maurice's Reply, call'd Plunging into - 


Water no Scriptural Mode of Baptizing, &c. 

X1V. The Prophecies of the Old Teſtament, reſpecting 
the Meſſiah conſidered, and proved to be literally fulfilled in 
Jeſus. Containing an Anſwer to the Objections of the Au- 
thor of the Scheme of literal Prophecy. 

XV. The Doctrine of the Trinity ſtated and vindicated; 
being the Subſtance of ſeveral Diſcourſes on that important 
Subject, reduc'd into the Form of a Treatiſe. | 

XVI. TFob's Creed or Confeſſion of Faith. A Funer 
Sermon on the Death of the Reverend Mr. Edward Wallkn. 

XVII. A Dilcourſe on Prayer, to a Society of young 
Men, who carry on an Exerciſe of Prayer on Lord's Day 
Mornings, at a Meeting-houſe in Hor/elydoawn. 
| XVIII. A Diſcourſe on Singing of Pſalms, as a Part of 
divine Worſhip. Jo the ſame Society. 

XIX. The Duty of a Paſtor to his People. A Sermon 
preached at the Ordination of the Reverend George Braith- 
waite, A. M. SE: 

XX. Truth defended ; being an Anſwer to an anonymous 
Pamphlet. entitled, Some Doctrines in the Superlapſarian 
Scheme, impartially examined by the Word of God. 

XXI. The Fulneſs of the Mediator. A Sermon to the 
Society that ſupport the Lord's Day Evening Lecture, in 
Dewonſhire Square. | 

XXII. Chriſt the Saviour from the Tempeſt. A Sermon 
in Commemoration of the great Storm in 1703. 

XXIII. An Eflay on the Original of Funeral Sermons, 
Orations, and Odes. In a Letter to a Friend. 

XXIV. The moral Nature and Fitneſs of things conſi- 
dered ; occaſioned by ſome Paſſages in the Reverend Mr. 
' Chandler's Sermon, preach'd to the Society for the Reforma- 
tion of Manners, | 

XXV. An Anſwer to the Birmingham Dialogue Writer, 
upon the following Subjects; the Divinity of Chriſt, Election, 
a er Sin, Free- will, irreſiſtible Grace, imputed Righte- 
ouſneſs, Perſeverance, and Baptiſm. 

XXVI. An Anſwer to the Birmingham Dialogue Writer's 
ſecond Part; to which is added a Poltſcript, occaſion'd by 
Mr. Henry Heywood's Introduction to his Tranſlation of Dr. 
Whitby's Treatiſe of original Sin. : 

XXVII. The Doctrines of God's everlaſting Love to his 
Elect, and their eternal Union with Chriſt; together with 
ſome other Truths, ſtated and defended, in a Letter to Dr. 
Taylar. . XXVII. 
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XXVIII. The Neceſſity of good Works unto Salvation 
confider'd ; occaſioned by ſome Reflections and Miſrepreſen- 
tations of Dr. Taylor, in a Pamphlet of his lately publiſhed, 
call'd an Addreſs to young Students in Divinity, by way of 
Caution - a ſome Paradoxes, which lead to doctrinal An- 
tinomianiſm. 5 

XXIX. The Doctri nes of Grace clear'd from the Charge 
of Licentiouſneſs. A Sermon to the Society that ſupports 
the Wedne/day Evening Lecture. | 

XXX. A Funeral Sermon on the Death of E/izabeth Gill. 
With an Account of ſome of her choice Experiences. 

XXXI. The Law eſtabliſh'd by the Goſpel. A Sermon 
at the Monthly Exerciſe of Prayer. 

XXXII. A Funeral Sermon on the Death of Mrs. Mary 
Fall, late Wife of the Reverend Mr. F ames Fall. 

XXXIII. A Funeral Sermon on the Death of Mrs. Ann 
Brine, late Wife of the Reverend Mr. 7% Brine. 

XXXIV. A Funeral Sermon on the Death of Mr. Edward 
Ludlow. 
XXXV. The divine Right of Infant Baptiſm, examin'd 
and difprov'd. 7 | 

XXXVI. The Doctrine of Juſtification by the Righteouſ- 
neſs of Chriſt, ſtated and maintained; being the Subſtance 
of ſeveral Sermons at the Wedneſday Evening Lecture. 

XXXVII. The Doctrine of the Reſurrection ſtated and 
defended, in two Sermons preached at Limeſtreet. 

XXXVIII. A Sermon occaſioned by the Death of the 
Reverend Mr. Samuel MWilſon. | 

XXXIX. The Scriptures the only Guide in matters of Re- 
hgion. A Sermon preached at the Baptiſm of ſeveral Per- 
ſons in Barbican, 

XL. The Watchman's Anſwer to the Queſtion ? What of 
the Night? A Sermon to the Society that ſupports the Wed- 
neſday Evening Lecture in Great-E aſtcheap, 
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